King begins with an interesting section on the individuals who have often been mistaken for early dental practitioners. He focuses on the fairground life of the itinerant mountebanks and charlatans who used showmanship to draw a crowd. Most often it is the image of these men with their carnavalesque parody of the village toothdrawer which has confused historians. The purpose of the charlatan's performance was not to provide real dental treatment for his audience (the subjects of his outlandish methods of surgery were always his accomplices) but to gain the crowd's attention in the competitive atmosphere of the fair in order to sell prepared medicines of dubious quality.
Prior to 1700, most treatment on the teeth was performed by general surgeons. Without any real scientific knowledge about the teeth and mouth, most of the procedures surgeons could render at this time simply involved cleaning or extracting diseased teeth. Below the level of the general surgeon there also existed an underclass of practitioner, the experts, who were authorized by the surgical hierarchy to provide treatment on the teeth alone. King argues successfully that dentistry did not arise from an increased knowledge on the part of these lowly figures. He cites that the experts, despised by true eighteenth-century dentistes, were not specialists in the modern sense of the word, but basically artisanal practitioners who possessed only a limited empirical knowledge of their field.
During the reign of Louis XIV surgery was transformed into a field of endeavour with a scientific base underpinning surgical techniques. King argues that the rapid growth in the number of procedures available to surgeons is most clearly seen in the field of dental surgery. Scientific and technical knowledge increased so much that some surgeons began to specialize in certain fields of which dentistry was one of the first to develop. By the start of the eighteenth century it was possible for some surgeons in Paris to exist solely as dentists, the most notable example being Pierre Fauchard, author of the world's first dental text.
Perhaps the only weakness in King's otherwise splendid work is his emphasis on the involvement of the crown in the social acceptance of dentistry as a profession in the mid-eighteenth century. King contends that the ennobling of Louis XV's personal dentists in 1745 and 1767 helped to spread the practice of dentistry first to the elites in Paris and then to those of the kingdom as a whole. However, much of the evidence given by the author in the earlier chapters contradicts this line of thought. Pierre Fauchard treated nobles in Paris for aesthetic reasons in the 1710s and 1720s, long before the post of dentiste du roi was invented, which would suggest that the benefits of dentistry had already been accepted by polite society. Despite 
